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form, and to the history of the post-Socratic
philosophy generally. Dealing with papyri
so much damaged, it is natural that much of
the book should be conjectural; but the
positive results of Cronert's investigations
are not small. Among other articles may
be noted especially that on Colotes and
Menedemus, the transcripts (pp. 55-67) of
Papp. 339 and 155, the interesting Pap. 1780
(pp. 82-84), which contains Attic documents,
unfortunately much mutilated, the list on
pp. 94-97 of philosophers' names from
Cyrene, the very full and valuable article on
Demetrius Lacon (pp. 100-125), and that
on the sources of Diogenes Laertius (pp.
133-147)-

The volume includes an interesting pub-
lication by Jouguet and Perdrizet of a school-
boy's exercise-book, which, besides alpha-
betical lists of words, some sayings of
Diogenes, and gnomic monostichs, contains
the first 13 verses of the prologue to the
fables of Babrius in a version which seems
to preserve an earlier and better text than
that of the Athos MS.

Mitteis's edition of the Leipzig papyri
must rank as one of the most important
papyrus publications of 1906. The volume
contains 123 texts, of which 37 had already
been prepared for publication in autotype
form, but were afterwards withdrawn: the
rest are new. Only four texts of the

Ptolemaic period are included: the vast
majority date from the second, third, and
fourth centuries of our era, chiefly from the
fourth. Their value is great, especially on
the juristic side, and is increased by the full
commentaries which are added to the more
important texts. Besides those on juristic
matters, the preface to No. 3, on the pro-
cedure in sales, should be specially men-
tioned. One of the most important texts is
No. 33, a denunciatio ex auctoritate; but the
whole of this section, the Gerichtsakten, is of
unusual interest, especially 34 and 35, relating
to a case of alleged embezzlement of military
moneys, the proceedings in which took place
partly in Syria; 38, a record in Greek and
Latin of a law-suit in Hermopolis; 40, a
similar record of proceedings in a criminal
trial; and 43, a judgement of a bishop named
Plusianus in the fourth century, sitting iv
T<3 irv\S>vi ri}s K[a0]oA.ua)s ixKX.rjcria's, in a
charge against a nun of abstracting Christian
books. Another interesting section of the
volume (Nos. 45-56) is concerned with
warranties of the fourth century, and among
the accounts No. 97 is especially noteworthy,
as, in addition to its general interest, it
throws some light on metrological questions.

The volume contains the usual full indexes,
among which one of abbreviations and
symbols is very welcome.

H. I. BELL.

PAIS' LEGENDS OF ROMAN HISTORY.

Ancient Legends of Roman History. By
ETTORE PAIS. Translated by MARIO E.
COSTENZA. London : Swan Sonnenschein.
9" x 5 -̂". Pp. xiv + 336, with 52 plates
and 5 cuts.

T H E name of Ettore Pais is perhaps even
now not so well known in England as it
deserves to be. He has done notable work
in connexion with archaeology and inscrip-
tions, and has made the early history of
Italy and Sicily a subject specially his own..
For some time after his 'Storia di Roma'
appeared, it met with comparative neglect at
the hands of scholars; but its qualities are

now tolerably familiar. It shows a remark-
able combination of learning with fantasy,
and of criticism with prepossession. Many
of the explanations of early legends are
almost as fantastic as the legends themselves.
The eager desire to reduce dates, and to
cast doubt on hitherto accepted statements,
leads to many twists and turns in argument.
One consul must be held legendary because
the name he bears is of note in later history,
another because his name never appears
again. Ancient writers are invoked to refute
modern archaeologists, and modern archae-
ologists to refute ancient writers, in dazzling
alternations. Tradition and criticism put
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each other to shame with equal effect.
But apart from its many faults, its unsafe
enthusiasm, and its dangerous plausibility,
the ' Storia di Roma' is a great book. It
compels reconsideration of results in scholar-
ship which have been held most secure, and
handles well-worn themes with inexhaustible
freshness.

The present volume consists of lectures
given in America, where the author now
resides. Most of the topics with which
it is concerned have also been treated in
the ' Storia di Roma.' The main principles
of the treatment are of course the same,
but there are differences of detail which
are often interesting. After the onslaught,
in the earlier work, on the traditions con-
nected with the XII Tables, it is pleasant
to hear of ' a legal code attributed to Servius
Tullius and exposed in the forum long
before the time of Flavius' (p. 41). And
on p. 21 the genuineness of the treaty with
the Latins, negotiated by Spurius Cassius,
seems to be accepted, though its traditional
date is changed to 480 B.C. The portions of
the volume which are entirely new will,
however, have greater attraction for students
of early Roman history. They present, as
was to be expected, much that is valuable,
mixed with much that is fanciful or untrust-
worthy. There is a long discussion of the
famous inscribed ' cippus' found in the
forum, in which the author sees a monument
of the middle rather than the early Republic,
or the late Monarchy. In this discussion
the ingenuity and resource which have always
characterised Pais are conspicuously dis-
played ; also his constant prejudice against
early dates. But I find his polemic to be
in several respects unsatisfying. The epi-
graphical argument seems to be inadequate
and unsound. The date which is favoured
is 362 B.C., but the improbability of this
date, in face of the language of the ' cippus,'
is not considered. We can form a rough
idea of what Latin was like about 200 B.C.
That the Latin of the ' cippus' should have
changed into the Latin of Ennius in the
course of about a century and a half implies
a transformation for which it would be hard
to find a parallel in the history of languages.
Partly in connexion with the ' cippus' and

partly in relation to other matters, Pais
delivers some strenuous assaults on Italian
archaeologists of the present day, and
particularly against the whole school of
' Paletnologia.' The grounds for the attacks
are in some cases already familiar. It is
a lamentable fact that the records of some
recent excavations »in Italy cannot be used
with the confidence which we are accustomed
to place in the reports of excavation in Greek
lands. But Pais does not always tilt against
incredulity; as a refreshing change he some-
times turns against scepticism. So he defends
the genuineness of the well-known Etruscan
tegula, said to have been found at Capua, and
now in the Berlin Museum. This he uses in
order to buttress the belief, much assailed in
recent times, in an Etruscan lordship over
Campania.

If space allowed, it would be pleasant to
draw attention to other matters of striking
interest, in which the volume is rich. I hope
it will be widely read, but with constant
recollection of the maxim 'v3<£e icat fie/iicu/
amortiv.' Many confident statements will
be found which do not rest on adequate
evidence, and the abundant references to
ancient literature cannot, unfortunately, be
taken upon trust. When they are verified,
they often fail to prove what the author
supposes them to prove. Pais is sometimes
severe, and rightly so, on arguments drawn
from etymology. But he does not always
keep clear of such errors himself. In speak-
ing of the ' Curia Hostilia,' he connects its
name with hospes, and infers that it was the
place at which the foreign ambassadors were
received in early days. Then 'the Curia
Hostilia, from being the military headquarters
where hospites might be fittingly received,
became the seat for civil transactions, and
the hospites were after the year 296 B.C.
welcomed in the temple of Bellona in the
Campus Martius' (p. 39). There is no
evidence whatever to support such a state-
ment. On the one hand, foreign envoys
were sometimes received in other temples
outside the city, as well as that of Bellona:
in the temple of Apollo for example (Liv.
34. 43). On the other, envoys often had
audience of" the senate in the curia. When
the reception took place outside, the meeting
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was sometimes held there for mere conven-
ience, and sometimes because, the relations
between Rome and the foreign state being
unfriendly, the envoys were not admitted
within the pomoerium. In Liv. 30. 21-will
be found side by side, an example of friendly
ambassadors who are greeted in the curia,
and one of unfriendly ambassadors who are
received outside the city. On p. 41 we
read of 'the temple of Flora, which Varro
affirmed as having been founded by the
mythical king Tatius.' But Varro affirmed
nothing of the kind. In L. L. 5. 74 he
mentions a number of divinities to whom
the king erected shrines (arae), among them
Flora. But he does not identify these shrines
with temples existing in his time; indeed
the word arae excludes such an inference.
Again, on p. 5, Polybius is declared 'to have
affirmed that he was quite ignorant of the

private and political institutions of the
ancient Romans.' But the ignorance of
which Polybius speaks (6. 3 § 3) is not his
own, but that of his Greek readers. Moreover,
he refers not to the ancient history of the
Romans, but to their whole past (TW
irpoytyovortov). A little'later he announces
his intention of removing the ignorance of
which he complains (c. 9 § 13). Also in
6. 3 § 3 the words (8uujuar<ov KOIVQ KOX l&Ca are
not to be construed together, but rather

ayvoiav KOIVQ K<XI I&YCU

I have perhaps spoken at undue length
of the defects of the book. But the work
of Pais, after being undeservedly neglected,
seems now likely to be overvalued. Unfor-
tunately, the volume is disfigured by many
serious misprints, and, abounding as it does
in details, it suffers from want of an index.

J. S. REID

THOMPSON'S ELEMENTARY GREEK GRAMMAR FOR SCHOOLS.

An Elementary Greek Grammar for Schools. By
JOHN THOMPSON, M.A., Senior Classical Master
at the High School, Dublin. Part 1 : Accidence,
152 pp. ; Part 2 : Syntax, 137 pp. Price is. 6d.
each Part ; or in one volume with Indexes, 3s.
London : John Murray, 1905.

T H E object of this book is ' to give in a form
suitable for beginners the elements of Greek
Grammar.' The author knows his subject well and
has produced a good reference grammar; for be-
ginners the book • seems to me too difficult. Turn
for instance to the seventeen pages on the third
declension. To the student who has had a term or
two of Greek, who knows the commonest words, and
who is beginning to feel the need of a scientific
classification of the facts, Mr. Thompson's arrange-
ment of the words, regular and irregular alike,
according to the final letter of the stem will be useful.
But to the beginner it will seem that in order to
know any Greek one must have the memory and
industry of a Chinaman. The arrangement brings
out the differences and tends to conceal the similari-
ties. , Yet the important points are not really
numerous. Sixteen of the paradigms given in this

"book follow one type and could, if they were put
together, easily be learned at one time : it would only
be necessary to fix in the mind the nom. and gen.

•sing, and dat. pi. (and in a few instances the
vocative), thus:

<pv\a£ ' <pv\aK05
"EWrjii "EWTIPOS

Add the neuters of the same type
~' crwfia, ffwfxatos

and one knows a very large proportion of the words
of the third declension. When these are known it is
easy to add words of the same type which have any
peculiarity, such as fy>£| and trariip. It is a pity that
many of the paradigms are cut in half, so that one
cannot compare the singular and plural of irariip,
e.g., without turning the page. Much of the in-
formation about the stems tends to increase the
burden on the memory and would be better in an
appendix. There is by the way, an excellent
appendix on ' Some Sound Changes.' It surely adds
to the difficulties of the beginner just at the stage
when he is acquiring large numbers of new words
and new forms to tell him that yevos belongs to the
class of ' Stems ending in a Spirant,. ir{s)' and that
the final <r of the stem yeyea- was elided when a vowel
followed. At a later stage, when he knows a number
of words in which the same elision may be observed,
e.g. i\& co upared with ifXatra, he will be in a
position to understand the matter. Again it adds to
the difficulties to say that 1 or ITJ is the sign of the
optative and to print as Mr. Thompson does t-tri-y
and itav-ae-i-av. It makes the words harder to
recognise, and many students, in spite of the note at
the foot of the page, will follow the usual convention
and pronounce e-t as two syllables. The Accidence,
as a separate book, has no Index. It is not easy to
find what one wants in the eighty pages on the verbs.
An alphabetical list of irregular verbs is for the
beginner the most useful part of a Greek grammar.
It would be well to expand the list in this book, to
include for instance 8avfiJi(ti and Trpirra (the two
perfects active of irp̂ TTw are given on an earlier page,
but their meaning is not distinguished). It would


